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,  ,i  nnrr,  SiS        MARK  HART 

FOR  THE  ciwLMl«AKl- 

RRF.NDA  TWWT.TIY  HP  STEVEN  MOATE 

S"c.  Lhaha'*  schooE  uu«iI5 

FOR  IKTEKWtHOR.  MINISTRY 


HEARD:        APRII-  3.  1989 


'ORALLY" 


g  jBORSjJiiJi 


i  the  Ontario   Human  Rights 

counsel   for   the  appellant,     the  on 

that    if  the  appellant  is  successful 
emission,  has  conceded  that, 

on  the  merits  of  «-  appeal,    the  relief  sought  in    is  no- 
of  oPPeai  and  factum,    the  restoration  of  the  Vision  of 
Board  of  Inquiry,  is  no  longer  appropriate. 

 ttna  two  of  the  three  complainants  have 

The  facts  respecting  two  w 

those  in  existence  at  the  time  of  the  hearing 
changed  since  toSe  ^    ^  board  found  that 

before  the  board,      in  * 

a  lonoer  any  discrimination  and  that  it  would  be 
there  was  no  longer  any  « 
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k    .  merely  declaratory  oroer  respecting  what 
„ould  have  been  reasonable 


June.  1985- 


.  hllt  so.     also,    has  the 
only  have  the  facts  chan9ed  hut  so. 

*  ^a-hutes  of  Ontario  1986.  Chap. 
-    -  Vi^e  7    A  aeclaration    of  the  — «  - 

«..(.).     <">  -  (;6)-  to  ^  for»er  fa-s  would  he 

effect  of  the  for»er  law  applie  wlth 
of  no  Practical  bene.lt  to  the  parties  o 

which  came  into  i«* 

respect  to  the  new  provisions 

IS.     —  —  ~  ^  do  we  not  have  the 

court  had  given  their  decisions,    not       V  ^ 

_x>  *.we  board  or  ox  **** 
benef it  oi  the  opinion  of  ~  ^  ^  ^  _ 

aspect  to  the».    but  we  do  not  hav 

4-  in  addition,  the 

»  our  opinion  the  appeal  *  and, 

are   such   that   we    should   not  exerci 
circumstances  .  ^  There  ^ 

di8Cretion  to  hear  it.      Th      PP  ^  ^  ^ 

be  no  costs  of  the  appeal  or 
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